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Markey Rush Stark
McGovern Sanchez, Linda  Waters
Nadler T. Wilson (FL)
Olver Schakowsky Woolsey
Payne Scott (VA)

NOT VOTING—10
Carson (IN) Hinchey Moore
Dicks Mack Paul
Filner McMorris Roybal-Allard
Herger Rodgers

0O 1920

Mr. PAYNE changed his vote from
‘“‘yea’” to ‘“‘nay.”

Ms. BERKLEY changed her vote from
“nay” to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated against:

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 20, |
was away from the Capitol due to prior com-
mitments to my constituents. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay.”

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on
February 1, 2012, | missed rollcall votes 13,
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 because of dis-
trict business. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes” on rollcall 13, “yes” on roll-
call 14, “yes” on rollcall 15, “yes” on rollcall
16, “yes” on rollcall 17, “no” on rollcall 18,
“yes” on rollcall 19, and “yes” on rollcall 20.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3784

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to remove my
name as a cosponsor to H.R. 3784.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

———————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R.
658, FAA MODERNIZATION AND
REFORM ACT OF 2012

Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 112-382) on the resolution (H.
Res. 533) providing for consideration of
the conference report to accompany
the bill (H.R. 658) to amend title 49,
United States Code, to authorize appro-
priations for the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration for fiscal years 2011
through 2014, to streamline programs,
create efficiencies, reduce waste, and
improve aviation safety and capacity,
to provide stable funding for the na-
tional aviation system, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3578, BASELINE REFORM ACT
OF 2011, AND PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 3582,
PRO-GROWTH BUDGETING ACT
OF 2011

Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 112-383) on the resolution (H.
Res. 534) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 3578) to amend the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985 to reform the budg-
et baseline, and providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3582) to amend
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 to
provide for macroeconomic analysis of
the impact of legislation, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES
ON H.R. 3630, TEMPORARY PAY-
ROLL TAX CUT CONTINUATION
ACT OF 2011

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion to instruct conferees at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Michaud moves that the managers on
the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the Senate amendment to the bill H.R. 3630
be instructed to recede from section 2123 of
the House bill, relating to allowing a waiver
of requirements under section 3304(a)(4) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, including
a requirement that all money withdrawn
from the unemployment fund of the State
shall be used solely in the payment of unem-
ployment compensation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) and
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY)
each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Maine.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, at this
time, I would like to yield 4 minutes to
the gentlelady from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank my esteemed
colleague, Congressman MIKE MICHAUD
of Maine, for allowing me this time to
join him and to rise in support of his
motion to instruct conferees on a pay-
roll tax cut extension bill that strikes
a section that undermines the normal
procedures of unemployment com-
pensation to people who are out of
work as it diverts those funds to other
purposes.

Here we have the hardest of hearts
that exist in this House, the majority
on the other side of the aisle, who al-
lowed the market to crash in 2008, put-
ting millions of people out of work and
then throwing millions more out of
their homes and turning a cold eye to-
ward them. And then proposed to cut
heating assistance to those who are
struggling across this country, and
then a majority on the other side vot-
ing to not extend unemployment bene-
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fits to the victims. I didn’t see any en-
thusiasm over there for prosecuting
the big banks on Wall Street and those
who had committed the fraud that got
us into this mess in the first place. No,
they want to cut it out of the hearts of
the victims.

Now, the House Republican proposal
in H.R. 3630 would allow States to
apply for waivers to bypass basic pro-
tections and standards that now apply
to the permanent unemployment ex-
tension program. States already have
ample flexibility to determine eligi-
bility for unemployment insurance
benefits and to set the amount of those
benefits, but they must now operate
under a basic set of rules. For example,
States are required to spend unemploy-
ment insurance funds solely on unem-
ployment benefits. They must pay ben-
efits when due, and they may not con-
dition eligibility on issues beyond the
fact and cause a person’s unemploy-
ment. The Republican bill would cir-
cumvent these basic protections.

Under the proposed waiver policy,
States could divert unemployment
funds to other purposes, which seems
particularly ill-timed when over half of
the States’ unemployment trust funds
are insolvent because there’s so many
people still out of work. This diversion
policy could lead to jobless individuals
being denied weekly unemployment
benefits and instead being offered less
useful benefits. Furthermore, a waiver
could allow new requirements to be im-
posed on unemployment insurance re-
cipients, including a requirement that
they perform a community service job
to be eligible for benefits.

Unemployment insurance is an
earned benefit for people who have
worked hard. It’s insurance. Effectively
they have paid into those insurance
funds and have lost their jobs through
no fault of their own. These individuals
must actively search for work to be eli-
gible. I have people in my district that
have sent out 400 resumes, knocked on
hundreds and hundreds of doors. They
want to work. And many receive serv-
ices through the Federally funded one-
stop employment centers. Regrettably,
House Republicans that have consist-
ently targeted this system for steep
cuts in services at a time when they
are needed most again have a proposal
here.

You know, I really wonder why they
don’t focus as much attention on pros-
ecution of the Wall Street perpetrators
who got us into this mess in the first
place. I think you’ve got the telescope
turned around in the wrong direction.
You ought to be caring for those who
have an ethic of work and who have
earned these benefits. And we need to
recoup money to balance the budget
and to meet our societal needs by mak-
ing sure that prosecution occurs for
those who took the Republic to the
cleaners and are still fat and happy sit-
ting in the same chairs that they were
in back in 2008 up there on Wall Street.

So I would say to the gentleman I
rise in strong support of your effort to
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